In the modern psychological tradition there exists a dramatic disparity between the experimental probative research and the psychotherapist practice. It is connected with the fact that such most important elements in existential and
aspects -gestalt-therapy, humanitarian, existentialist approaches and quite a number of others.
However the semantic uncertainty and the semantic polysemy of the interpretation of these issues was such that researches were compelled to refuse of the immediate empiric and experimental investigation as the usual statistic methods could not be applied to them, and in a number of cases when translating from one European language into another (e.g. the problem of Angust) also of the comparison of similar constituents which are used in the framework of different aspects (compare "contact' in gestalt and "closeness' in existential psychology).
"The Tower of Babel" which launched the differentiation of the languages of description which now have become stable in a number of the existing approaches, was presented in our view by a number of researches in the field of philosophy of the existential type (Kierkegaard, Husserl and particularly Heidegger, Gadamer and also Jaspers, Sartre and others) who changed the paradigm in the sphere of humanities in the 20 th century in principle, but with all that they wrote in a complicated manner which presupposed many meanings, so that the plurality of the interpretation was a direct result of the depth of understanding of the human soul on the one hand and of the kind of narrating about it on the other.
It is with the initiation of the "existential system of the coordinates" which did not reject the Cartesian one but only covered another field of potential problems that there should be found the final distinction between the theoreticalscientific and psychotherapist intentions of the research in psychology. The theoretical research has been defined in the natural way as belonging to the objective "de Carte" system of coordinates in which the picture of the world consists of " the objects observed" and "the observer" who is separated from them, while the most varied psychotherapist aspects are found as included somehow or other in the subjective "non de Carte" coordinates in which every "observer" from the multitude of the "observers" would observe the objects in his own vision from which he is not separated, so that the act of observation has an impact on him and changes him . This fact demanded addressing the method of acquiring the subjective picture of the world (to be exact, the subjective views of the world of different people), which appeared extremely beneficial with regard to understanding the problems of a certain human being, it also allows to take a look at reality through a person's eyes. But this new subjective approach had also another side to it: remaining subjective and being in motion and in a state of "fluidity", it could not be described with the standard mathematic meta-language, the mathematical objectivity could either be not used at all or a new mathematical meta-language had to be created.
The observer and the object observed
The existential approach to psychology could be naturally become another area of the realm of neoclassical scientific approaches. However there was one important circumstance which resisted this practical step. In strict neoclassical approaches the observer and the object observed are of different nature.
A physicist observing elementary particles is not an elementary particle himself. In using the existentialist approach the observer and the object observed are people on the same footing who have their own subjectivity. It makes practically impossible to attain some "instrumentality" using tautology: a psychologist investigates the inner world of man using as an instrument his own inner world which he is obliged to know inside out -if it does not happen then he does not have any other instrument but himself. One of the ways to get him free from this logical nook can be the introduction of an artificial object -mediator between the inner worlds of two people. It will be complicated enough to suit the homomorphic reflection of different, and it is most desirable, of any inner worlds and at the same time "sufficient" enough, the one which can be observed and discreet to function as an instrument. This is a verbal product, a text in its general semiotic understanding. It is really true that all the notions and emotions about the inner world of another person can be received almost exclusively through the verbal product of this person.
The tradition of the investigation of the verbal sphere is extremely profound though generally it is limited by two models." The psychological model" focuses on what the given person is saying without paying much attention to the modes of "speaking".
In the developed system of "linguistic models", on the contrary, all attention is given to the "modes of speaking", but there is no reflection why this given person has chosen from the multitude of ways of saying something this particular mode.
But at the same time it should be acknowledged that the "psychological" and the "linguistic" approaches are coordinated with each other as paradigmatics and syntagmatics.
(Jacobson). The linguistic interest to the language boils down in the broadest sense to the codification and inventarization of all linguistic phenomena which exist or can be, -that is to the building of the paradigm. The physiological interest in the broadest sense, on the contrary, is directed to the selection and combination of the concrete linguistic phenomena-that is to the building of the syntagma.
In the present research a number of consistent attempts of the complex and well thought search of syntagmatic factors is undertaken which predetermine the concrete choice and combinations which refer to the sphere of psychology with repeated address to the linguistic paradigm. It made it possible to go beyond the limits of the opposition of the "classical" and "non-classical" approaches applying both to the observed and the observer the same instrumentthe generated text.
What is there in common between grammatical forms, syntactic structures and non-healing traumas
Pre-hypothesis of the picture of the world.
In the process of the hypothesis (or hypotheses) which had to be checked the following had to be formulated:
The picture of the world (in its existential understanding which was suggested above)
exists not as a metaphor or as a theoretical constituent but as a means which an individual uses to organize his "reality", that is his life and emotional experience. The greatest difficulty arose of the vague character of the concepts which has to be accepted and somehow or other to be managed with when a therapist is doing his practical work. This vagueness does not allow separating them from the general continuum of empiric observations which could be checked in the experimental way.
That is why before advancing the main hypothesis it seemed convenient to use the logical instrument of pre-hypothesis. The pre-hypothesis does not contain strictly absolute complete formulation but it presupposes the most important directions for further research. In the process of work with the senses of pre-hypothesis the process of finding, making precise and supplying terms to those words which express the senses of the pre-hypotheses is taking place. As a result of this formal-semantic process the pre-hypothesis is transformed into the correct hypothesis which is checked by strict methods.
The formulation of the pre-hypothesis was presented in the following way:
The mental reality of a human being in some aspects has regular reflection in the texts which he generates. For the convenience of further work it was symmetrically transformed.
The investigation of the regular features of the texts generated by a human being allows to arrive at conclusions about some aspects of his mental reality. It is easy to see that it is a completely symmetrical transformation which permits to solve them in a regular order: from the formal properties to their meaning; it focuses attention just on that segment of the mental reality of a human being which is immediately reflected in his verbal activity and which can be hardly accessible by any other methods.
The result of the checking of the prehypothesis was a precise definition of uncertain ideas about some aspects of "mental reality" (it occurred to me, I managed to say, it seem to me). Thus there was found the godly "kairos" among the actors. It was sensible to interpret the absolute preference by the author of agent constructions as "liberty". Accordingly the nonagent constructions confirmed the "non-liberty" of the author.
The semantic level was presented by inner and outer predicates. The outer predicates describe a situation which appeals to the eyesight and to the ability of hearing; the situation is accessible to the observer who is outside the situation and who is not its participant (he ran, he shouted).
The inner predicates describe the situation which does not appeal to any senses; this kind of situation is inaccessible for observation from the outside and is known only to the participant of the situation (I thought, I wanted, I got frightened). texts did not show similarity on the parameters either with the main array consisting of 15 texts or among them. As became clear consequently, the people who wrote these texts had not made any attempts at suicide and were under treatment in the critical ward in connection with other life circumstances. In the texts of the control group, as expected there was not a single similarity of even two texts taking into account all the 16 parameters. It allowed us to make the conclusion that the similar picture of the world of different people is similarly reflected in their texts.
Thus we propose the following hypothesis:
The texts generated by every human being, irrespective of his will and intentions on the linguistic level contains reflections of the fragments of his existential picture of the world, -it was confirmed when the group aspect was considered.
The second part of the experimental checkup of the hypothesis had to confirm or reject the individual similarity of the texts. In other words it had to be found out whether different texts written by the same person coincide with the selection of the parameters from the Standard List.
In this part of the experimental checkup structured as quasi-experiment, a possibility was researched with a purpose to establish homomorphism among some part of the sequence of text variables for different texts in structure, stylistics, and communicative intentions which were generated by the same author in different times and under different circumstances.
Four people who died long ago and that is why are inaccessible for the immediate dialog were chosen for the quasi -experimental group, they are Chekhov, Dostoevsky, Gogol and Nabokov. 
The Results of the Comparison
The result of the investigation of the texts of the 4 real authors according to the parameters was obtaining invariables for every author and finding out regularities common for all the 4 arrays.
The general regularities, according to our view, can be extrapolated with a high probability beyond the limits of the 4 studies arrays of the texts, and they can be estimated as some "norm" which naturally may be further specified. The Two important facts should be highlighted:
a) The fact of repetition of plot structures in the texts generated by different people is so hard to explain and is so surprising that to take it as something given not trying to find some sensible explanation of the fact is sheer positivistic hypocrisy. Behind this hypocrisy there can be found the fear to find oneself in the kind of interpretational dead-end and to allow unspecified interventions bordering on fantasies.
b) There are some facts which can be absolutely obvious and which are not described in the formal way correctly. That is why it is devoid of any sense to interpret these facts as they contain some kind of uncertainty. It is not clear then if some particular real fact is interpreted (or a number of facts), or some "opinion" even if it is convincing, but which could arise thanks to different understanding and mental processes of the one who interprets them. It is also important to take into account those whom the producer of the text could affect or impress.
However all attempts to create a classification of combination of plot structures failed because the number of these combinations was practically infinite. From the methodological point of view, in order to classify the plot repetitions of different types they had to be singled out, distributed according to the levels and made into a list. But it is obvious that the number of possible plot combinations approaching infinity makes it impossible to do it.
A list of Propp functions
In the process of working with the plots which were found in the texts of the control and experimental groups we used the same principle 
